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the Hapsburg camp,1 while the split over the Hungarian question divided the Austrian progressive forces in the critical autumn of 1848, The Slav majority in the Vienna Constituent Assembly was anti-Magyar, in view of the oppression of the non-Magyar nationalities in Hungary, while the Vienna revolutionaries, the essential striking force behind the constitutional movement, had the deepest sympathy for the Hungarian revolution.2 It was an act of solidarity with that revolution which led to the decisive outbreak in Vienna..
The question may arise how under such conditions a high degree of inter-national democratic cooperation and agreement became possible in the later deliberations of the Constituent Assembly at Kremsier. A main reason for the relative success of these discussions was undoubtedly the fact that the Government kept aloof from the parliamentary negotiations, preparing from outside the purely military weapons with which to destroy the hated work of democracy.3 On the other hand, the first successes of armed counter-revolution drove the Austrian Liberals of the various nationalities together. It is highly doubtful whether the Czech nationalists would have gone to Kremsier with a clear programme of inter-liberal cooperation, instead of a stubborn determination to defend " historic Bohemian state rights "5 if the, consequences of the Prague defeat in June had not deprived them of the organs of Bohemian autonomy, and of the temptation to continue separate dealings with the Court in the way above4 described. On the other hand, without the Viennese defeat in October and the simultaneous events in Germany which abolished the alternative of democratic German federation, the Austro-Germans would hardly have understood tb.Q necessity of coming to terms with the Austrian Slavs.
The German left-wingers under the leadership of Prctis and Schuselka 6 were ready to agree with Palacky at Kremsier on the basis of dividing Austria into five federated national territories
1 Kossuth later, in exile, recognised this mistake to a certain, but quite insufficient, degree.   Shortly after the defeat, and as a direct answer to Palacky*s projects of federalism, plans for Provincial autonomy for the non-Magyar nationalities of the future Great Hungary (which it was intended to federate with Turkey) were discussed.   Kossuth opposed these projects, for he feared that federalism would result in centrifugal tendencies amongst the non-Magyar nationalities*   In any case Kossuth's later self-criticism proved unable to influence future Hungarian policies, even those of his personal followers,   See Nationalism, p. 07, Jaszi, op. cit. (1918), pp. 41 ff., Denes A. Jamassy, Great Britain and Kossuth (Budapest, 1937), J>. 55.
2 Redlich, op. cit., pp. 123*?..               8 ibid., p. 321.               * P. 104,
5 Most of the more renowned leaders had been shot in Vienna or were " on the run ".